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REMARKS 

Applicants have amended claims 1,21, and 29, As a result, claims 
rei lain pending in this application. In the Final Office Action, claim 
allowable subject matter. Applicants thank the Examiner for this 
aims 1,21, and 29, these amendments are being made to facilitate 

claimed subject matter. Applicants do not acquiesce in the 
iind rejections and reserve the right to pursue the fill I scope of the 
laims in a subsequent patent application that claims priority to the 
in view of the following remarks is respectfully requested. 
Hxaminer for the courtesy extended to Applicants 9 undersigned 

interview conducted on April 7, 2005. During the telephone 
Applicants' representative discussed the rejection of claims 1 , 21, 
Jap anese Patent Publication No. 5,138,595 (Kiyoshi). No exhibits 
i itcrview, and no agreement was reached as a result of the interview, 
nterview is incorporated in the following remarks, 
submit that the amendments presented herein do not introduce 
necessitate a new search by the Examiner. To this extent, as 
interview, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner contact 
<;h >utd lie feel such a search would be required in order to determine if 

ithout the issuance of an Advisory Action. 
, Alaims 1-5, 29 and 33-35 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
cipated by Kiyoshi. Applicants respectfully submit that Kiyoshi 
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fails to disclose all the feat! res of, inter alia, claims 1 and 29 as required by 35 U.S.C. § 102(b). 

As a result, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of these rejections in view of the 

following remarks 

With respect to claims 1 and 29, as discussed in the telephone interview, Applicants 
respectfully submit that KijMhi fails to disclose, inter alia, the claimed duct including an interior 
sloped side that partially obstjucts a first longitudinal side of a part while allowing a second 
longitudinal side of the parti to pass through unobstructed so that the part exits in a substantially 
vertical orientation. 

In support of its rejection, the Office cites element 20 of Kiyoshi as allegedly disclosing 
sijie of the duct However, as discussed in the telephone interview, 
obstructs the entirety of any object passing from the opening 
Office since it extends well beyond the vertical location of the 
Office's element 73. In resbc nse to Applicants* previous arguments, the Office states that "[ijn 
Kiyoshi..., the part being disconnected from the web has a top and a bottom side. Since the slope 
side cannot possibl[y] touc 1 1 >oth the top and the bottom side at the same time, the not touched 
side is considered an uDob$jtr<|icted second side." (Final Office Action mailed 4/1 1/05, Page 8, 
Paragraph 10). 

However, as discusiei in the telephone interview, "obstruct' * is defined as "(!) to block or 
fill with obstacles or an obstacle; or (2) to impede, retard, or interfere with; hinder." The 
American Heritage® Diction iry of the English Language, Fourth Edition (from 

thjs extent, both the top side and bottom side of any object in Kiyoshi 
ement 20, regardless of which side of the object is actually in 
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20. Further, Applicants have herein amended claims 1 and 29 to 
irst longitudinal side is obstructed by the claimed interior sloped 
side is allowed to pass through unobstructed* As a result, 
withdrawal of these rejections. 

2-5 and 33-35, Applicants note that the Office relies on its 
either claim 1 or 29, from which these claims depend, in support of 

, Applicants herein incorporate the arguments presented above 
39. As a result, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of these 
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int finally rejected under 35 U.S.C § 1 03(a) as allegedly being 

view of U.S. Patent No, 5,628,502 (Amarakoon) further in view of 
([Npkayarna). Applicants note that the Office relies on its 

laim 1 , from which these claims depend, in support of these 
^pjplicants herein incorporate the arguments presented above with 
res|ul|t, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of these rejections, 
are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
view of Amarakoon further in view of Nakayama. With respect to 
1 elephone interview, Applicants note that the Office presents similar 
Btij oshi and the interior sloped side as presented in rejecting claims 1 
Api|>H^ants herein incorporate the arguments presented above with respect 
, Applicants respectful ly request wi thdrawal of thi s rejection. 
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22 and 23, Applicants note that the Office relies on its 
Alrajarakoon, Nakayama and claim 21, from which these claims depend, 
To this extent, Applicants herein incorporate the arguments 
to claim 21. As a result, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal 
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32 are finally rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as allegedly being 
view of Amarakoon; claim 3 1 is finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
unpatentable over Kiyoshi in view of Amarakoon further in view of 
fi lally rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 
view of Jakubik. Applicants note that the Office relies on its 
arid|claim 29, from which these claims depend, in support of these 
^jjplicants herein incorporate the arguments presented above with 
r<fcsi|ilt ? Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of these rejections, 
each of the pending claim s is patentable for one or more additional 
, Applicants do not acquiesce to the Office's combinations of the 
features and the appropriateness of the Office's combinations have not 
Herein for brevity. However, Applicants reserve the right to present 
should one be necessary. 
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Applicants respectfully submit that all claims are in condition for 

require anything further to place the application in better 
Examiner is invited to contact Applicants' undersigned 
listed below. 



Dated: April 11, 2005 
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